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‘Tam sure that the great American people, if only they knew the true 
facts and the background to the development in South Vietnam, 
will agree with me that further bloodshed is unnecessary. 

‘As you know, in times of war and of hostilities the first casualty 


is truth, U Tuant, Secretary-General, United Nations. 


The Story behind 
aowor 


Because we believe that we all share a responsibility towards the 
truth and that this responsibility over-rides any allegiance to 
national self-interest, personal prejudice or political ends, we urge 
all to read this. 

We do NOT ask that you agree with ail that is written here. 

We do hope that what is written will help broaden your know- 
ledge of a war whose basic truths have often been lost under the 
distortions of propaganda. 

War, for many of us, is a matter of clearly defined issues. It 
is the choice between fighting to protect our way of life or suc- 
cumbing to the enemy; between honouring our obligations to our 
allies or dishonourably backing down from them. 

Traditional beliefs about war and its necessity as “part of human 
nature’ were generally accepted till World War I, the ‘War to End 
All Wars’. | 

Since this time many people have begun to criticise the view 
that freedom can only be defended by war. They point out that our 
greatest obligation is to maintain peace through intelligent negotia- 
tion, the basis on which the United Nations has been founded. 





We would emphasize: 


i. The dangers of war in the sixties leading to the use of nuclear 
weapons. ALL scientific evidence proves that no-one will win the 
first nuclear war. 


2. The fantastic annual cost (£92,000 million) of keeping each nation 
stocked with weapons of modern war in a world where 80 per cent 
of the nations are under-developed and perpetual famine, disease 
and lack of opportunity are the rule not the exception. 


‘Nothing is done on either side, but in the name of this or that 
concept of ‘freedom’——of all causes to fight for the most fatuous, 
since nobody knows what it means. Let us have done with ‘freedom’ 
as a clarion call; while the war endures the only men who know it 


are dead.’ JAMES CAMERON, freelance correspondent for 
Evening Standard, N.Y. Times, etc., writing 
in his book on the Vietnam War, Witness, p.94, f 





‘Every year or two there is some international crisis where there 
is a serious probability of an “accident” that could trigger a nuclear 
war and escalate into nuclear catastrophe for the world. Korea, 
Suez, Berlin, Quemoy, Cuba, Vietnam. . . It is nuclear roulette, so 
to speak, where . . . if you play the game long enough it finally, 
certainly, kills you.’ 


JOHN R. PLatr, American bio-physicist in 
UNESCO Courier, p. 7, December, 1965. 


The first casualty is Truth 


Examination of the causes of war reveals that they lie in the dis- 
tortion of truth and the myths of ‘patriotic’ propaganda; the belief 


in ‘my country right or wrong” that made possible the excesses of 
the Nazi state. 


We need to remember: 


THAT the German people could have stopped Hitler before the 
Allies had to; 


THAT blinded by the myth of the Nazi propaganda machine that 
theirs was the ‘master race’ and that all other peoples of the world 
were inferior, the German people followed Hitler into a second 
and even more disastrous world war; 


THAT Hitler’s chief of propaganda, Paul Goebbels, also used the 
Communist scare to increase the war effort of the German people. 


‘The problem of Communism is once more brought to the fore in 
all severity and today all civilized humanity faces anxiously the 
question whether or not it will be possible once more, to save West- 
em civilization.’ 

PAUL JOSEPH GOEBBELS, Das Reich, May, 1943. 


We suggest that all people today are still subject to propaganda 
and the withholding of information, that these conditions affect us 
all, New Zealanders, Americans, Russians, Chinese, Democrats and 
Communists, whatever country or political ideology we may follow. 


We must note: 


THAT one of the traditional devices of the propagandist is to make 
members of the opposition (the ‘enemy’) seem less than human— 
pests to be got rid of—and to make them a scapegoat representing 
all that we dislike the most: 


THAT the work of the propagandist is to over-simplify, to distort 
and to create myths and arguments that the public, for lack of any 
other information, will believe. 





The propagandist has achieved success when people talk in terms 
such as these: 
‘The whole place is just like crawling with Viet Cong. I’ve never 


seen so many. We killed one who had 16 grenades on him.’ 


CAPT. BILL CARPENTER, US Paratroops, The 
Australian, June 13, 1966, p. 1. 


‘The bomb shoots out thousand of lethal pellets. They were de- 


signed for use against such targets as clusters of Communists.’ 
Evening Post, Wellington, June 3, 1966. 


‘Free world, U.S. and Vietnamese forces reported killing 1,173 
Viet Cong during the period (week ending May 21), representing a 
kill ratio of 3.5:1 in favour of the allied forces.’ U.P.I. 

The Australian, June 4, 1966. 


Is the Issue so Simple? 


‘Communists using force and intrigue, seek to bring about a Com- 
munist-dominated world. Our convictions, our interests and our life 
as a nation demand that we resolutely oppose with all of our might 
that effort to dominate the world.’ 

PRESIDENT L. B. JOHNSON, USA. 


‘We see in Communism, more than ever before, the incarnation 
of human destructive forces. .. . We therefore oppose any attempt 
at spreading Communism, wherever it may take place.’ 

ADOLF HITLER, February 20, 1938. 
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Family bath day in Vietnam.-~-United Press International photo 














The Truths about the present War in 
Vietnam are: 


THAT in 1945, after leading the Vietnamese against the invading 
Japanese, Ho Chi Minh (now President of North Vietnam) was 
the popular leader of Vietnamese nationalism—a nationalism with 
which the French refused to come to terms until the loss of the 
Battle of Dien Bien Phu in 1954; 


THAT if the free elections, promised by the 1954 Geneva Agree- 
ments for 1956 had been carried out, Vietnam would probably 
have been unified under a popular government led by Ho Chi 
Maunh. 

‘President Eisenhower wrote in his memoirs—that it was virtually 

certain that at least 80 per cent of the people of Vietnam, in the 

South as in the North, supported Ho Chi Minh. Therefore a popular 

election would return the wrong party. Therefore, a popular election 

must be prevented. Therefore a ‘strong’ and unchallengeably anti- 

Communist administration must be established in Saigon.’ 

JAMES CAMERON, Witness, p. 87 


THAT rather than face the possibility of a popular but Communist 
government, the United States intrigued to secure a ‘democratic’ 
stronghold in the south of Vietnam, thus artificially dividing the 
country in two along the 17th parallel — a move the Geneva 
Agreements had specifically warned against. No such state as 
South Vietnam was ever considered by the Conference. North and 
south were to become one nation, under one popularly-elected 
government; 


THAT the government of President Diem set up and extensively 
supported by the U.S.A. in 1954, effectively frustrated all demo- 
cratic moves made by the southern Vietnamese people to carry 
out the promised free election and unification with the North: 


THAT once Diem’s American trained secret police and army 
(equipped and armed in contravention of Article 17 of the Gen- 
eva Agreement) had become sufficiently organised, they carried 
out a thoroughly planned programme to crush all political oppo- 
sition to the Diem dictatorship: 


THAT since Diem’s deposition in November 1963, South Vietnam 
has had a succession of military dictatorships whose unpopularity 
can be judged from the constant series of riots and civil revolts 
the South has suffered. The Vietnamese are largely a Buddhist 
people (70-80 per cent of the population). The widely publicised 
fire suicides are for followers of a faith which values human life 
so highly—an extreme form of protest against oppression. 


Traditional Vietnamese suspicion of China (Vietnam has been 


| invaded a number of times by China in the past) and the fact that 
the Vietnamese under Ho Chi Minh were our allies in the Second 
World War would have predisposed them to friendly relations with 
the West. By pressing forward with genuine negotiations and send- 
ing economic aid to Vietnam—not bombs, napalm and soldiers—we 
could still regain the trust of these people. 











Boys and bunks in a refugee home in Saigon’s slum quarter. 


Herald Weekly Times, Melbourne 


The Myth 


There is NO factual evidence for the ‘island-hopping’ or ‘yellow 
peril’ myth that New Zealand will be the last in a chain of Com- 
munist Chinese-led invasions. The people of South East Asia and 
China live in an area of great, but as yet undeveloped, potential— 
| both agricultural and industrial. By believing in the necessity of 
| wars in South East Asia to ‘defend’ New Zealand we become un- 
: thinking slaves of the propagandists. 

What we are seeing in Asia are nationalistic revolutions. People 
there have realised that their poverty, hunger and disease are con- 
nected with the fact that their governments are concerned more with 
staying in power than curing the gross problems of under-develop- 
| ment. 

A happy, well-fed, productive nation does not need security- 
police and soldiers to control its own population. 


| ‘All over the world today, the predominant ideology is neither 
| Communism nor free enterprise: it is nationalism. Today the 
| nationalism of the non-Western peoples is pitted against the nation- 
alism of the Western peoples. The revolt of the native majority of 
mankind against the domination of the Western minority—this and 
not the defence of freedom against Communism by the leading 
| Western country, the United States, is the real major issue today.’ 
ARNOLD TOYNBEE, world-famed historian. 


Quoted in Wellington’s Evening Post, May 4, 
1965, | 




















The Cost of Guerrilla Warfare 


Because this is a guerrilla war, fought in a populated farming 
country, we are multiplying the problems of an already under- 
developed land by our slaughter, accidental or otherwise, of the 
civilian population. 


‘This is strategic bombing in a friendly allied country. Since the 
Viet Cong doctrine is to insulate themselves among the population 
and the population is largely powerless to prevent their presence, 
no one here seriously doubts that significant numbers of innocent 
civilians are dying every day in South Vietnam... . 

‘The woman had two of her children killed in the air strike which 
maimed her last April, and she saw five other children die. She 
was quite dispassionate when she told an American six more 
children were killed because the children do not have so much 
experience and do not know how to lie down behind the paddy 
dikes.’ | 


New York Times, September 5, 1965 Saigon 
correspondent, CHARLES Morr. 





A Vietnamese mother and her children swim across the river to escape the 
blast of an American air strike, called in to blast Vietcong Guerillas. 
; United Press International Photo. 




















Drainpipes double as children’s play-centres during the day and refugees 


dormitories at night in war ravaged Saigon. —“Dominion’ phote. 


Bombing Peasants makes them hate 
Anti-Communhists—not love 
Democracy 


‘It’s not democracy we brought to Vietnam—it’s anti-Communism. 
This is the only choice the people in the village have. That is why 
most of them have embraced the Viet Cong and shunned the alter- 
natives. ... It’s the American anti-Communist bombs that kill their 
children. It’s the American anti-Communism that has supported one 
dictator after another in Saigon.’ 


DoNALD DuNCAN, Master Sergeant, US Army. 
for 10 years before resigning in February, 1965 
after 18 months in Vietnam. Quoted from 
National Guardian, February 12, 1966. 


What is the “Viet Cong’? 


The National Liberation Front (Viet Cong’) is a revolutionary guer- 
riila force originating in South Vietnam as a popular reaction against 
the oppressive dictatorships of President Diem and his military suc- 
cessors. The N.L.F. was NOT created by North Vietnam. The 
N.L.F. is supported by North Vietnam, yet it is an undeniably autono- 
mous political body, representative of a considerable number of 
people in South Vietnam. For the United States, followed by our 
Own government, to complain about Communists supplying the 
N.L.F. and North Vietnam fighting alongside the N.L.F., clouds the 
vital issue—that they consider this to be THEIR country. They see 
us—Americans, Australians, New Zealanders—as invaders seeking 
to bolster up rabidly anti-Communist dictatorships for our own 
sakes, not theirs. 


“The N.L.F. was not created by Hanoi, or on the direct orders 
of Hanoi. Certainly since the autumn of 1959, agents from the 
North have been exploiting the irritation provoked in the South 


by the repressive policies of the Diem Government... The political 
elite (of South Vietnam) was left with no choices other than going 
into exile, or into prison, or joining the guerrillas. ... On December 


20, 1960, a little more than a month after the first putsch against 
Diem, the National Liberation Front of South Vietnam was created. 
... Although its programme reflected a great deal of Marxist ter- 
minology, most particularly in its condemnation of foreign mono- 
polies, it stressed the local character of the struggle. The Front was 
careful to choose its leaders entirely from Southerners. It elected 
as President, Nguyen Huu Tho, who had previously been head of 
the Peace Committee in Saigon.’ 

JEAN LACOUTRE in Le Monde, April 15, 1965 


Who shali decide? 


Whatever soiution the U.S. Government, followed by Australia and 
New Zealand, has in mind for Vietnam at the conclusion of the 
present war, it 1s unlikely to be anything more than another un- 
representative stop-gap government or dictatorship. 


The final answer must be a Vietnamese one. 


‘In North as well as South Vietnam . . . future decisions may be 
taken that disregard the aims or wishes of the U.S., Russia and 
China. The potential permutation of deals involving Buddhists, 
Communists, Catholics, geneials, various sects and assorted politi- 
cians offer an infinity of possibilities. Their ultimate outcome could 
be a “Vietnamese solution” that defies the easy comprehension of 
outsiders.’ 

STANLEY KARNOW in Saigon, The Australian, May 31, 1966, p. 3. 
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The ‘Unconditional’ Peace Probe 


President Johnson’s ‘unconditional’ peace probe has been widely 
publicised. What was NOT publicised was that at the same time the 
President was ordering the stepping up of the bombing offensive on 
North Vietnam and the introduction of a further 11,000 U.S. troops. 
He was also refusing to negotiate with the National Liberation Front 
whose separation from North Vietnam and whose political and 
Strategic autonomy have been indicated. The N.L.F. as representa- 
tive of much of South Vietnam must be given a leading position in 
peace negotiations, not merely offered observer status. 


‘The building of the (U.S.) base at Camranh Bay alone represents 
so huge a commitment that few people in South Vietnam seem to 
imagine it would be abandoned if the Viet Cong or Hanoi suddenly 
sued for peace. And the North Vietnamese Government presumably 
imagines it still less; that is one reason why it does not sue, or re- 
spond to President Johnson’s appeal for negotiations that it is con- 


vinced can be only on his terms.’ 
Manchester Guardian, Editorial, June 2, 1966 


‘All the way with L.B.J.’ 


The continuance of the war in Vietnam increases the possibility of 
a wider war. It is unintelligent to assume that World War III will 
be anything else but a nuclear war. 

Some United States specialists in Chinese affairs ‘saw in reports 
of Chinese construction of rail lines and airfields near Vietnam a 
possibility that China would go to Hanoi’s aid. They fear that China 
would feel itself driven to direct intervention to save North Vietnam, 
just as it had felt itself forced to cross the Yalu River in 1951 to 


save North Korea from destruction.’ 
New York Times, December 3, 1965. 


‘United States aircraft did shoot down a plane over China on May 
12 according to authoritative reports which the U.S. Administration 
did not challenge today. . . . American fighters crossed the North 
Vietnamese-Chinese border on May 12 and shot down a Chinese 


aircraft with a Sidewinder missile.’ 
The Australian, May 28, 1966, p. 1 


The New China News Agency has voiced the threat: ‘Once the 


war breaks out it will have no boundaries.’ 
Wellington’s Dominion, July 5, 1966. 


Before we start talking about honouring South East Asian Treaty 
obligations let us talk and act about honouring our world peace 
obligation. The U.S.A., our ally and mainstay of SEATO, has 
obligations to its declaration at Geneva in 1954 where it supported 
unification and free elections for Vietnam. 



































Beneath this cloud 410,000 people died in Hiroshima, 








The Power of Decision 


So many opinions about this war have been built on false informa- 
tion. The conditions which make World War III possible already 
exist because we who have the power of decision are allowing 
others to make those decisions. Decisions which involve the lives 
of all of us should not be left just to the diplomats and politicians 
in Washington. 


We New Zealanders must decide for ourselves whether the War 
in Vietnam is justified. 


New Zeacland—Leader of Peace 
Negotiations? 


The people of South East Asia share with New Zealanders and 
people of all nations a common desire for a peaceful productive life 
and freedom from the tyranny of national self-interest and big power 
politics. 

Small nations can make proportionately a much greater contri- 
bution to human progress than can large nations, as Sweden and 
Switzerland have demonstrated. 

International security does not rest in great power leadership, 
but in the will of each nation, big or small, to take its own share 


of the responsibility for urging peaceful and intelligent negotiation in 
times of crisis. 


Sa 


North Vietnamese children going to school near Hanoi. 
—Camera Press, London. 














We New Zealanders, through our present government leaders, have 
failed to initiate ANY foreign policy of note. 

We must face the fact that the leader of New Zealand foreign 
policy in South East Asia is NOT Mr Holyoake but PRESIDENT 
JOHNSON. 


‘The President (Johnson) is advised by men who have been con- 
sistently wrong about Vietnam. Only a powerfully expressed public 
opinion can rescue our leaders—and all of us—from their desperate 
gamble in Asia. For the first time in our entire national history we 
stand on the brink of moral self-annihilation, with the physical 
destruction of the large part of the world a constantly increasing 
possibility.’ 

D. F. FLeminc, Emeritus Professor Inter- 


national Relations, Vanderbilt University, 
U\S.A. 


New Zealand could take the lead in urging the withdrawal of 
ALL foreign troops from Vietnam and the opening of peaceful nego- 
tiations under U.N. control. 


What can we do! 


Democracy means ‘government by the people’. 


We, the people of New Zealand, have the democratic right to 
urge our Government to take the lead in promoting world peace. 


This is Election Year 
Let New Zealand lead in Vietnam peace negotiations by choos- 
ing a Government prepared to take this lead. 


Let us find out from our local candidates where they stand in 
relations to the war in Vietnam. We can do this by attending their 
meetings and questioning them. 


VOTE TO WITHDRAW OUR TROOPS AND 
END THE WAR IN VIETNAM 




















You may find that this booklet offends or annoys you. We would 
like to hear your criticism. You may also feel the need for more 
information. Please write to P.O. Box 534, Wellington. 

We would like to distribute this pamphlet to every home in New 
Zealand. Can you help, either as a voy Or as a financial 
sponsor? Write NOW to: 


Committee on Vietnam, P.O. Box 534, Wellington 


a ° 


I wish to become a financial sponsor and enclose £..00 uu. : 
I would like more information. 
1 offer my assistance as a distributor. 


My name is 


Coe 


My address is 
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DO i ee ee i i ri er ee een ee a re 


Score out what does NOT apply. 


Phone 
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VIETNAM INFORMATION BUREAU 
High quality publications: 


@ Intervention in Vietnam, a 20-page booklet with articles by South East 
Asian experts Keith Buchanan, Terry McGee, William Hall. 


@ The American Press on Vietnam, a high quality publication, quoting from 
U.S. newspapers. 


@ Four-page document examining the New Zealand Government White Paper 
on Vietnam, 


@® Autobiography of U.S. sergeant in Vietnam. 
@ Additional smaller documents on Vietnam. 


Send £1 with name and address to: 


Vietnam Information Bureau, 
Box 534, Wellington. | ; 
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